Montana Fish, Wildlife and Parks
Wildlife Division

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT (EA)

CORNWELL RANCH CONSERVATION EASEMENT PROPOSAL

l. INTRODUCTION

Montana Fish, Wildlife & Parks (FWP) proposes taghase a conservation easement on
the Cornwell Ranch, which consists of approxima@4y000 acres of private land near
Glasgow in northeastern Montana. The property oesuthousands of acres of rangeland
in the Buggy Creek drainage, along with a numbesepfarate river bottom and hay land
parcels generally located along the Milk River. Kegbitats to be conserved by this
proposed action are sagebrush grassland in thendgpland hardwood riparian forest
along the stream bottoms. The proposed conservatisament reflects the desire of all
parties to continue the landowner’s agriculturakmgtion as a working ranch, while
maintaining and enhancing wildlife habitats. Thesement will keep the property in
private ownership and operation, preserve importaidlife habitats, and guarantee
managed public hunting access.

Il. AUTHORITY AND DIRECTION

Montana FWP has the authority under law (87-1-201)rotect, enhance, and regulate
the use of Montana’s fish and wildlife resourcesgoblic benefit now and in the future.
In 1987, the Montana Legislature passed House(BB) 526, which earmarked hunting
license revenues to secure wildlife habitat throlegse, conservation easement, or fee
title, acquisition (87-1-241 and 242). This is nosferred to as the Habitat Montana
Program. As with other FWP property interest psape, the Fish, Wildlife and Parks
Commission and the State Land Board (for easemgreater than 100 acres or
$100,000) must approve any easement proposal bydkacy. This Environmental
Assessment (EA) is part of that decision makingess.

.  LOCATION OF PROJECT

The Cornwell Ranch properties are located in baahey and Phillips Counties. The
properties located along the Milk River are founchumerous isolated land parcels,
stretching along 50 miles of the Milk River Vallégm approximately 2 miles southeast
of Glasgow to 3 miles northwest of Saco. The ngidaportions of the ranch extend
north from the Milk River Valley up into the Bitt€reek Wilderness Study Area
southwest of Opheim. The property consists of agprately 24,000 private acres, and
the Cornwell Ranch also holds grazing leases ontal®,000 acres of adjoining state
and federal lands (These state and federal lamdsadrincluded in the conservation
easement, but are anticipated to participate imoperative grazing management plan).
All of the private and public land is within dedk/é&unting district 630, 670 and 611. A
map of the property is included in this document.



IV.  PURPOSE AND NEED FOR THE PROPOSED ACTION

The primary purpose of this action to preservenbegrity of the native habitats while
continuing the land’s traditional agricultural ueed ownership. The habitats represented
on the Cornwell Ranch include riparian corridorgtlands and sagebrush grassland. The
project also provides a unique landscape conservapportunity, as the Cornwell

Ranch contains over 10 miles of high-quality hardd/éorest along Buggy Creek.
Maintaining and improving the existing habitat via#nefit game species, such as
whitetail and mule deer, pronghorn antelope, saglesharptail grouse, ring-necked
pheasants, Merriam’s turkeys, several species dégjiand mourning doves. In addition,
both the upland prairie and hardwood forest proeixieeptional habitats for nongame
species, including raptors and migratory songbifdsisk grassland bird species on the
ranch include long-billed curlew, Sprague’s piphigstnut-collared longspur, McCown’s
longspur, Baird’s sparrow, and ferruginous and &s@m’s hawks. The rare swift fox

also inhabits the prairie habitat. Riparian habitgport a diversity of warblers, vireos,
flycatchers and other neotropical migrants.

A secondary purpose of this project is guarantedsigpaccess to this ranch for hunting.
A portion of the Cornwell Ranch has been in Blocaridgement since 2001 using a
hunter sign-in box management system. During #s¢ § years an average of 321 hunter
days have been recorded annually on this Block ament Area. In the past two

years, almost 90 percent of the hunters who subthddmments on this BMA reported a
positive hunting experience.

The need for this project is not established meoglhabitats or wildlife, but also by
threats to the traditional use of this land by farsy hunters, fishermen, other
recreationists, and wildlife. There are curresgyeral farms in the Milk River Valley
for sale at prices that prohibit the purchase ©f ldnd by local agricultural producers.
These farms are being marketed based on theirateamal values due to their close
proximity to the Milk River. A conservation easamen the Cornwell Ranch would
allow this land to remain locally owned and woukkk traditional agricultural
production as the primary use of this area. Resided migrating wildlife species would
benefit from the improved habitat conditions, whilenters would continue to have
access to this land, the Milk River and Buggy Creek

V. DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED ACTION

The proposed action is for FWP to purchase, hotdraonitor a conservation easement
on up to 24,000 acres of the Cornwell Ranch. Apeoative grazing management plan
on an additional 104,000 acres of adjoining statefaderal land will also be
implemented, upon approval of the federal Burealuanid Management and the
Montana Department of Natural Resources and Coasery. The appraised value of
the conservation easement is anticipated to beeimange of $4.75 - $5.25 million. FWP
proposes to pay up to the appraised value fompiisnanent conservation easement.
However, based on funding availability, FWP mayothe landowner an amount less
than the final appraisal number, and the landownkbe able to decide whether to



accept the FWP offer. Based on funding availabditg negotiations with the landowner,
FWP’s acquisition of the conservation easement bgagoncluded in a single transaction
or may be spread over two closings. In either dieefinal closing will be no later than
calendar year 2008. Additionally, FWP will sharghe cost of materials required to
implement the grazing system, which is estimatecb&i approximately $350,000. The
primary funding sources for this project are Hatl@ntana and the Upland Game Bird
Habitat Enhancement Program, two FWP programs stggbby hunting license
revenues. Additional funding sources will inclutle Hi-Line North American Wetlands
Conservation Act Grant, State Wildlife Grants Peogr the Montana Fish and Wildlife
Conservation Trust, and the Doris Duke Foundation.

Specific terms of the easement in their entiretg aontained in a separate legal
document, which is the "Deed of Conservation Eas¢mé his document lists FWP and
landowner rights under the terms of the easemeniyadl as restrictions on landowner
activities. The rights of both parties and resimits on landowner activities were
negotiated with and agreed to by FWP and the landow

To summarize the terms of the easement, FWP'ssrigbiude the right to:

(1) identify, preserve and enhance specific haditaarticularly river bottom riparian and
sagebrush/grasslands;

(2) monitor and enforce restrictions;

(3) prevent activities inconsistent with the easeimne

(4) ensure public access for the purpose of rdoredthunting. Hunting access for all
sex and age classes of game animals and gamedhirthg all established seasons
will be maintained for a minimum of 1,100 hunteysl@ach fall.

The Landowners will retain all of the rights in tipeoperty that are not specifically

restricted and that are not inconsistent with tbeservation purposes of the proposed

easement, including the right to:

(1) pasture and graze livestock on the ranch iora@ence with the rest rotation grazing
system described in the Management Plan;

(2) maintain water resources;

(3) maintain the existing residence, sheds, cqrraigl other improvements at the
farmsteads located on the ranch;

(4) construct, remove, maintain, renovate, refaireplace fences, roads and other non-
residential improvements necessary for acceptetifamagement practices.

(5) Develop wind energy in only one location on greperty (an isolated 640 acres in
the northeast portion of the property)

(6) Develop oil and gas resources (if present),jemibto detailed site-specific
stipulations and only in a manner compatible witingerving the properties habitat
values.



The proposed easement will restrict uses that reensistent with the conservation
purposes of the easement including the followingsus the property:
(1) vegetation removal, except by authorized giqaind related agricultural activities;
(2) draining or reclamation of wetland or ripareneas;
(3) residential development and subdivision (limiteagricultural divisions are
permitted);
(4) cultivation or farming beyond existing levels;
(5) ouitfitting or fee hunting;
(6) use of agrichemicals is restricted to the miummamount necessary to control
noxious weeds;
(7) installation of utility structures without F\dpproval;
(8) mineral exploration, development, and extractiy surface mining or below the
surface methods that would significantly impair sexvation values;
(9) construction of permanent structures excepleasribed above;
(10) commercial feed lots;
(11) establishment or operation of a game farm,eglaird farm, shooting preserve, fur
farm, menagerie or zoo;
(12) commercial or industrial use except traditicagricultural use;
(13) refuse dumping.

VI. DESCRIPTION OF REASONABLE ALTERNATIVES TO THE
PROPOSED ACTION

The landowners wish to maintain this land as aiticachl Montana working ranch,
consistent with its establishment by the Cornwalhnily in 1892. No interest was
expressed in a sale of fee title or a long-ternsdeaSince conservation easements are
also FWP's preferred option, the only other alteveain this EA is the "No Action
Alternative”, under which FWP would not pursue tperchase of a conservation
easement.

1. No Action Alternative

In the future, it is probable that this land coblel sold for the primary
purpose of recreational use due to its hunting dppdies and close
proximity to the Milk River and Buggy Creek. Thewmould be no

guarantee of the preservation of current habitdesa found on the
property, and a future loss of public hunting oppoities would be a
possibility, as rural Montana properties are insiegly being purchased
for their private amenity values. The ranch woutdhain vulnerable to
rural subdivision, as well as to potentially detmmal land use practices
on the vegetative resources and commercializafidimeoproperty.



VII.

EVALUATION OF IMPACTS ON THE PHYSICAL ENVIRO NMENT

1. Land Resources

Impact of Proposed Action: No negative impacts wontcur as a result
of this proposal. The terms of the proposed eastme structured to
prevent adverse impacts on soils and vegetatioigraging plan has been
developed and will be implemented that will enhasod maintenance

(Management Plan, Attachment A). Subdivision aadetbpment of the

land is restricted, as is additional cultivatiohhe proposed easement will
insure that the land resources are maintained.

No Action Alternative: Without terms of the propdseasement being
structured to prevent adverse impacts on soilsvagétation, there would
likely be no change in the short-term. Howevethd land was developed
or sold, disturbance of soils from more intenseicadfural practices,
residential development and other commercial usakl®ccur.

2. Air Resources

Impact of Proposed Action: There would be no intpac

No Action Alternative: There would be no immediatgact.

3. Water Resources

Impact of Proposed Action: Current agriculturalsise the property have
proven to be compatible with maintenance of wateality. However,
positive impacts should be realized in surface gnodind water as a result
of better water distribution and improvements inl smndition and
reduction of erosion by developing and improvingt reotation grazing
systems, and protecting riparian areas. Additiomater improvements
will be developed in order to improve livestock tdisution, range
conditions, and riparian vigor throughout the ranthere would be no
negative impact over what is currently associatéth & working ranch
operation.

No Action Alternative: There would likely be no it in the short-term.
However, if the land was developed or sold withaanservation
protection, there would be no assurances that twer the use of this
property wouldn't change from ranching and farntmgome other use.



4. Vegetation Resources

Impact of Proposed Action: This action would resala positive impact.
The terms of the easement protect the quantitylitguend character of
the native plant communities found on the propertyhe prescribed
grazing program will enhance and maintain the vigiod productivity of

vegetation on the Cornwell Ranch properties. Tiw@sed action also
ensures the land's primary use in the future valfdrming and livestock
grazing, which depend on maintaining a productiegetative resource.
Noxious weed management will be an important corepbnof a

successful farm operation.

No Action Alternative: Without protections of tlygiantity, quality, and
character of the native plant communities foundtlo& property, there
would likely be no change in the short-term. Hoemr\uf the land was
developed or sold, there would be no conservatieasures in place to
maintain the productivity of the land. Future imofgato native vegetation
and overall productivity of the land could be sfgiant. In addition, there
would be no long-term protection of existing natplant communities.

5. Fish/Wildlife Resources

Impact of Proposed Action: This action will beneditvariety of wildlife.
The terms of the easement conserve the land asulgral and open
space to provide year-round habitat for many of tdoa's native wildlife
species. Wildlife and agriculture can coexist wdtigether as
demonstrated in Montana today. Conserving nati@atgcommunities is
important for most of Montana's indigenous wildlifspecies.
Implementation of a rest-rotation grazing systentl ensure adequate
guantity and quality of forage and cover for a &griof wildlife species.
No adverse effects are expected on the diversitgboindance of game
species, non-game species or unique, rare, thexhten endangered
species. There would be no barriers erected wivizhid limit wildlife
migration or daily movements. There would be nwokuction of non-
native species into the area.

No Action Alternative: Without terms to conserve tland as agricultural
and open space to provide year-round habitat fonymaf Montana's
native wildlife species, there would likely be neaage in the short-term.
However, there would be no provisions preventingyettgoment for
recreational purposes. If this occurs, open spaxéd diminish over time
resulting in significant long-term negative effedts most species of
wildlife. There would be no provisions preventiagtivities such as the
construction of fences or other barriers that couldibit wildlife



movement. Wildlife species would be negatively aoged by the
conversion of existing native vegetation to othegsu

6. Adjacent Land

Impact of Proposed Action: No negative impact ipested. EXisting
fences would be maintained along the perimetehefGornwell Ranch.
Public hunting access will help in managing wildlgopulations to lessen
agricultural damage to this and adjacent ranché&? will work with any
adjacent landowners that perceive possible impacts.

No Action Alternative: There will not be a changethe short-term, but if

the land was developed or sold, it could resultwriidlife caused
agricultural damage to adjacent private lands.

VII.  EVALUATION OF IMPACTS ON THE HUMAN ENVIRONMEN T

1. Noise/Electrical Effects

Impact of Proposed Action: No impact would occueiogxisting
conditions.

No Action Alternative: There would be no immediatgact.

2. Land Use

Impact of Proposed Action: There would be no impadth the

productivity or profitability of the ranch, nor cfhicts with existing land
uses in the area. The traditional uses of the imodld be maintained
under the Proposed Action.

No Action Alternative: If the land was developedsmid, it could affect

habitat quality and current wildlife numbers. Rablrecreational
opportunity would very likely be diminished.

3. Risk/Health Hazards

Impact of Proposed Action: No impact would occur.

No Action Alternative: No impact would occur.



4. Community Impacts

Impact of Proposed Action: There would be no ap#éted negative
impacts to the community. The scenic values arehagharacter of this
property would be maintained and enjoyed by the mamty in
perpetuity. This issue is also addressed in tteclad Socio-Economic
Assessment.

No Action Alternative: Without protection of theesuc values and open
character of this property being maintained foognjent by the public in

perpetuity, hunting access and public access anrénich would likely be

restricted in the future, negatively affecting fitewhal recreational

opportunities in the area.

5. Public Services/Taxes/Utilities

Impact of Proposed Action: There would be no effatiocal or state tax
bases or revenues, no alterations of existingiyuslystems nor tax bases
of revenues, nor increased uses of energy sourées.an agricultural
property, the land would continue to be taxed dm# before. This issue
is also addressed in the attached Socio-Econongesssnent.

No Action Alternative: No immediate impact would coe. If rural
subdivision did occur in this area in the futuresager demands would be
placed on county resources.

6. Aesthetics/Recreation

Impact of Proposed Action: There would be no impathe easement
would maintain in perpetuity the quality and qugntof recreational
opportunities and scenic vistas and would not &ffiee character of the
neighborhood. This issue is also addressed in att@ched Socio-
Economic Assessment.

No Action Alternative: There would be no guarantéecontinued public

access to the land or across the land for recredtipurposes. |If rural
subdivision and/or other developments occur it Waelduce the aesthetic
and recreational quality of the area. Future lanters would likely not

be as generous with recreational access as thevE€lbiRanch.



7. Cultural/Historic Resources

Impact of Proposed Action: No impacts are anti@datHowever, any
surface disturbance associated with grazing impnargs to be placed on
state and federal land will be subject to any lggatquired cultural

review.

No Action Alternative: Any future developments dmstland would likely
have an adverse impact on the cultural and hist@alizes of this farm.

8. Socio-Economic Assessment

Please refer to the attached Socio-Economic Assdsfor additional
analysis of impacts on the human environment.

IX. SUMMARY EVALUATION OF SIGNIFICANCE

The proposed action should have no negative cuimelatfect. However, when
considered on a larger scale, this action posebstantial positive cumulative effect on
wildlife, range management, riparian habitats apeinospace. The ranch will remain in
private ownership, continue to contribute to adtimal production and thus contribute to
the local economy.

The "No Action Alternative” would not preserve ttiwersity of wildlife habitats in
perpetuity. Without the income from the proposedservation easement, the Cornwell
Ranch or any successor owners might consider otbeme options including either
selling the property or subdividing parts of it,meaking native prairie for farming.
Such land uses could directly replace wildlife hat@nd negatively impact important
public access to the ranch, Milk River and Bugggekr.

X.  EVALUATION OF NEED FOR AN EIS

Based on the above assessment, which has notfidértny significant negative impacts
from the proposed action, an EIS is not requiretianEA is the appropriate level of
review. The overall impact from the successful ptation of the proposed action would
provide substantial long-term benefits to bothghgsical and human environment.



Xl. PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT

The public comment period will begin on May 8, 2G0G&1 run through May 28, 2008.
Written comments may be submitted to:

Montana Fish, Wildlife and Parks

Attn: Cornwell Ranch Conservation Easement

54078 Hwy 2 West

Glasgow, MT 59230

Or comments can be emailed to jelletson@mt.gov.

In addition, there will be a public hearing in Glasv on May 28, 2008 at the

Cottonwood Inn at 7:00 PM.

Xll.  NAME, TITLE AND PHONE NUMBER OF PERSON RESP ONSIBLE
FOR PREPARING THIS EA

Kelvin Johnson, Wildlife Management Biologist, Mant Fish, Wildlife, and Parks,
54078 Hwy 2 West, Glasgow, MT 59230, 406-228-3700.
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Map of Entire Cornwell Ranch, including Private Lands, as well as Public Land Leases
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Cornwell Ranch Conservation Easement

MANAGEMENT PLAN

A. INTRODUCTION

This conservation easement is based on the hahitats found on the Cornwell properties.

This 130,000-acre working ranch is composed of @pprately 24,000 private acres and

roughly 104,000 state and federal acres. The rhastover 11,300 private acres located within
the Milk River and Beaver Creek flood plains, anthBy Creek Valley. It contains 9 miles of
Milk River frontage, 16 miles of Buggy Creek, 2 eslof Beaver Creek, 9 miles of the West
Fork of Porcupine Creek, and has an estimated ¢@3 &f oxbows as associated wetlands. The
ranch has over 13,400 private acres, located witieérassociated plains and shrub grassland
drainages of Buggy Creek, as well as the creeleysihnd associated plains grassland drainages
of Canyon Creek, Rock Creek, Dry Fork Creek, amdvrest Fork of Porcupine Creek.
According to Montana Fish, Wildlife and Parks (MFYV&ne resource value of this property is
high, based on the desirable quantities and gesiiti productivity found within the riparian and
wetland communities, grassland complexes, silvge g@smmunities, and prairie streams located
on this ranch. SeeMontana’s Comprehensive Fish and Wildlife ConsaoveStrategy,

Executive Summary, 2005Available at Montana Fish, Wildlife and Parlgl20 East Sixth
Avenue, Helena, MT 59620, or by internet at:
http://fwp.mt.gov/specieshabitat/strategy/summaaggitm| for details regarding these four
complexes and communities.

Primary objectives of this conservation easemedalude: protection and enhancement of the
riparian habitat associated with the Milk River aBdggy Creek; conserving the grassland
complexes, silver sagebrush communities, and pratreams associated with this ranch;
continuing an active public access travel plan; amntaining healthy wildlife populations
within these habitats.

Because hunters are funding this easement, garnespéll be used as indicator species based
on habitat availability and potential. In the mi& and wetland communities indicator game
species are prioritized as follows: whitetail degrg-necked pheasants, Merriam’s turkeys
mourning dovesand waterfowl. In the grassland complexes an@isgagebrush communities,
game species are prioritized as follows: mule dastelope, sage grouse, and sharp-tail grouse.
Additionally, State Wildlife Grants will provide FR/the opportunity to survey and inventory
riparian-associated wildlife species in order tealep a baseline assessment of species richness
and diversity.

The Cornwell’'s and MFWP intend to phase this mansege plan into place over the next 5

years. Once implemented in its entirety, the marant plan will be revisited in order to reflect
changes and/or adjustments that may have occuarathdhe implementation process.
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B. GOALS, OBJECTIVES, PROBLEMS, AND STRATEGIES

GOAL: To protect and enhance the riparian habitat asda@ated uplands along the Milk River
and Buggy Creek; and protect and enhance the gralssbmplexes, silver sage brush
communities, and their associated northern glatiptairie streams within the ranch boundaries;
maximize hunter recreation on these lands; andepreshe overall integrity of these lands for
future generations.

Objective 1. Practice proper stewardship, which translatesdanaging for improved soil
composition, structure and productivity, and fa tlealth and vigor of all vegetation
communities, while positively impacting the tradital land uses.

Strategy 1.Maintain native Milk River and Buggy Creek ripami habitats, grassland
complex and silver sagebrush habitats, and assdgmairie streams for wildlife habitat
through easement protections. Limitations willlime standing tree removal, breaking
of native habitats, and removal of riparian vegetatsubdivision, house-site
construction, grazing management, and commercaall dés.

Strategy la.Exhibit A1 describes the 3-pasture rest rotagoeeing plans for the
uplands. Exhibit A2 describes the grazing plamgte Milk River Valley units. Cattle
will be allowed throughout the property except @ @cres of fenced out Milk River
oxbows and riparian areas, CRP, proposed DNC, sopbped permanent vegetation.
These areas are referred to as “Habitat Zones”gH%razing may be allowed within
HZ'’s as prescribed by FWP to manage the vegetatixcept on 498 acres within HZ's,
which have been permanently retired to all agnoaltactivity (or 1,041 additional acres
if CRP acres are included). The Fall/Winter grgzagstems will utilize existing
pastureland, as well as domestic hay and croppéikfi Repair and extensions of
existing fences will delineate separate pasturghifit A1 and A2).

Strategy 1b.During harvest of existing grain fields, 12 insha# stubble will be left
standing. These fields will be cropped annualkgept in occasional years where weed
control is needed and fields are left fallow. Tétisategy will allow additional cover for
upland game birds, as well as food from grain nisheing harvest.

Strategy 1c.The Cornwell’s (Landowner) will control noxiouseeds where needed.

Objective 2. When demand exists, provide a minimum of 450 éwudays for deer, 100 hunter
days for antelope, 400 hunter days for upland gaings, 100 hunter days for waterfowl, and 50
hunter days for turkey. In addition, a minimuml@D angler days will be provided if the
demand exists.

Access Strateqgies

Strategy 2.Provide hunter recreation through the existingFFBlock Management
program. Access will be walk-in only, or walk-inlg from designated trails. By
minimizing vehicular traffic, more secure areasgame species are provided during the
hunting seasor{Exhibit C, Travel Plan)
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Strategy 2a.Montana FWP will pursue agreements with adjatamowners to allow
hunter access for harvesting all available species.

Strategy 2b.Provide liberal season structures for all specigss will allow sportsmen
the full opportunity to utilize this area for humgi to maintain healthy wildlife
populations.

Habitat strategies

Strategy 2c.Healthy populations of upland game birds willuiesvith the

implementation of Strategies 1, 1a, 1b, and lcesélstrategies will provide quality
nesting, brood rearing, and winter cover for thaisgs. These strategies will also
provide improved year round habitat for whitetaked mule deer, and antelope,
especially for fawning and security habitat, antl @anserve and enhance crucial winter
habitat for mule deer and antelope populationomhern Valley County.

Strategy 2d.Montana FWP and the Landowner will provide botlulife habitat and
efficient irrigation flows through the irrigatioranals. This strategy will improve habitat
by allowing vegetation on the outside banks ofdaeals to remain in the form of nesting
and brood-rearing coveNegetation on the inside of canals will be conamlby the
landowner by either mowing, or some other mech&nieans to facilitate water flow.

Strategy 2e.Implement FWP’s Upland Game Bird Habitat Enhaneeinstrategies on
several areas as outlined in Exhibit B, ProposdthBoements. These include grazing
systems, shelterbelts, DNC fields, fencing ripaaagas and food plots. Implementation
of this strategy will enhance upland game bird talguantity and quality. This strategy
will also benefit whitetail deer, mule deer, anpspwaterfowl, and non-game species
through improved habitat conditions. Food ploth ke left each fall after harvest.
Existing agriculture fields will be designated tmnversion into DNC and into
permanent woody vegetation. Shelterbelt opportemiill be explored. There will be 23
fields composed of 463 acres retired into DNC,i2il§ composed of 917 acres retired
into permanent cover, and 7 areas composed of @88 #enced off from livestock
activity (or 1,041 additional acres if CRP acres iacluded).

Objective 3. Maintain healthy wildlife populations within tlavailable habitats, taking into
account the negative impacts wildlife may causeearby private lands.

Strategy 3.Maintain healthy, managed whitetail deer, mulergdand antelope
populations through the use of liberal hunting eeas This strategy will be utilized.

Strategy 3a.0On river units, the Block Management plan fosttanch will provide areas
of security for whitetail deer during the huntirggson. On upland units, the Block
Management plan for this ranch will provide arefsezurity for mule deer and antelope
during the hunting season. These strategies 88lsain keeping deer from moving onto
adjacent ranches that allow limited or no hunteeas. These practices are currently
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utilized on the portion of the ranch enrolled ie Block Management Program, and these
practices will be initiated in the 2008-hunting S&@a on the entire ranch.

Strategy 3b.Montana FWP will pursue agreements with adjat@rdowners to allow
hunter access for harvesting whitetail deer orrmiwvets. This strategy will be an
ongoing effort to alleviate depredation problemt&wwvhitetail deer in the area.

Objective 4. Provide non-hunting recreational and educatiopglortunities to the public
through the viewing of wildlife, fishing, and vaus educational uses.

Strategy 4.Public opportunity for wildlife viewing will berehanced through the
Strategies found in Objective 1, as well as Stiategd and 2e. Improved populations of
game and non-game species of birds and mammalsesillt from these habitat
improvements and provide for public viewing. Accésswildlife viewing will continue

to be on a permission basis from the Landowner.

Strategy 4a.Provide a minimum of 100 angler days of fishikgshing opportunities
exist along the Milk River. Game fish commonly fouin these areas include channel
catfish, northern pike, and walleye. Fishing opyoities for the public will continue to
be available through controlled access by the Lameo.

Strategy 4b.The Landowner may allow the property to be wiiZor educational
purposes associated with schools and various argoms. This conservation easement
will demonstrate how traditional land uses canrbplemented in a manner that benefits
wildlife while maintaining a successful agricultuogeration.
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Cornwell Ranch Grazing Plan: Portion of Ranch Northof U.S. Highway 2

Prepared by Mike Frisina and Kelvin Johnson in attation with Lee Cornwell, Lynn
Cornwell; Steve Klessens (BLM), and Beth KlempeliiB; and Hoyt Richards (DNRC) and
Trevor Rysgaard (DNRC).

Introduction

This plan for livestock grazing on the Cornwell Rarapplies to lands lying north of US
Highway 2. A separate plan is being prepared fod$dying south of US Highway 2. The north
portion of the ranch consists of 7 units (Fig.Hgttare further divided into 30 pastures (Fig. 2).
The ranch is a mix of BLM and DNRC grazing allotrteeand Cornwell deed lands. Mixed
ownership, and the fact that the Cornwells raiseise different classes of livestock on the
ranch, made it necessary to separate the ranch sedes of linked units and pastures.

Stocking Rate

This grazing plan does not address stocking ratekihg rate will ultimately be determined by
the BLM and DNRC on their allotments leased by@enwells. On deeded lands covered by
the easement and those deeded lands incorporatetthénstate and federal allotments, the
maximum stocking rate will be based on complianié the grazing system. As long as the
Cornwells can graze livestock and remain in conmgkawith the grazing system MFWP will not
be concerned about the stocking rate. CurrenthCibrawells maintain approximately 4,500 —
5,000 head of cattle and about 50 horses on tler&torse grazing will also conform to the
grazing system scheduled rotation. Horses may gnaary pasture within the dates the pasture
is scheduled for grazing in a particular year.

Lands leased by the Cornwells and included indhazing system are done so in cooperation
with the BLM and DNRC. The easement restrictionsxdbapply to BLM and DNRC lands.
They only apply to deeded lands specifically coddrg the easement.

Grazing Dates

The grazing dates listed in the rotation schedldble 1) represent “outside” dates in which
cattle grazing is scheduled for a pasture in aqadarr year. In a particular year, livestock may
not always be in the pasture for the entire timiéopespecified since the BLM or Cornwells may
have more specific dates that pertain to the pasiua sub-pasture. However, these “outside”
dates are coordinated with the BLM allotment manag# plan so that when grazing occurs in a
pasture it will be within the outside dates desadliin Table 1.In addition, Cornwell’'s and FWP
have agreed upon grazing dates set forth in a tesat®ns where grazing systems within the
ranch diverge slightly from traditional FWP starakafor grazing (Exhibit C).

When necessary, the stockman may allow some linfiitedtock grazing in pastures scheduled
for A and A* grazing treatments (Table 1.) afteedeipe occurs. This will be allowed only
when adequate AUMs remain following completionta# prescribed grazing treatment. In the
Corridor Unit the Cornwells will do this at theiisdretion but for other units covered by the
grazing plan approval is required from the BLM aBEWP.
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Upper Buggy Cr. (UB) &
East Fork Willow Cr.
(EW)

Porcupine Grass
Grasslands (P)

Corridor Units (UP, LP)

Upper Unger Cr. (UU)

Lower Unger Cr. (LU)

Lower Buggy Cr. (LB)

Winter (UBW, LBW)
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Figure 1. Units of the Cornwell Ranch (north pamitinked for grazing
purposes.
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UB1 (Upper Buggy 1)
UB2 (Upper Buggy 2)

UB3 (Upper Buggy 3)

EW1 (East Willow 1)

EW2 (East Willow 2)

EW3 (East Willow 3)

EW4 (East Willow 4)
Porcupine Grass
Grasslands:

P1 (Porcupine 1)

P2 (Porcupine 2)

P3 (Porcupine 3)

P4 (Porcupine 4)
Corridor Units:

UP1 (Upper Porcupine 1)

UP2 (Upper Porcupine 2)

UP3 (Upper Porcupine 3)

LP1 (Lower Porcupine 1)

LP2 (Lower Porcupine 2)
LP3 (Lower Porcupine 3)
Upper Unger Cr:
7 ‘ UU1 (Upper Unger 1)
2, - X X UU2 (Upper Unger 2)
o o Iy ¢ il UU3 (Upper Unger 3)
) g . Lower Buggy Cr:
f LB1 (Lower Buggy 1)
LB2 (Lower Buggy 2)
LB3 (Lower Buggy 3)
Lower Unger Cr:

LUA (Lower Unger 1)

LU2 (Lower Unger 2)

LU3 (Lower Unger 3)
Winter:
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UBW?2 (Upper Buggy Winter 2)
LBW1 (Lower Buggy Winter 1)

\ ) . LBW2 (Lower Buggy Winter 2)
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Figure 2. Layout of grazing system pastures orCiiawell Ranct
(north portion).

Z1



Table 1. Cornwell Ranch Easement grazing system rotation schedule for that portion of the ranch lying north of U.S. Highway 2.

Pastures
Year | LU1 | LU2 | LU3 | LB1 | LB2 | LB3 | LP1 | LP2 | LP3 | UP1 | UP2 | UR P1 P2 P3 P4 Uul| UU2l UU3
1 A* B C A+ B (o} A* B C A* B C A A B C Ax B C
2 B C A* B (o A+ B C A* B C A* A B C A B C A*
3 C A* B C A+ B C A* B C A* B B C A A C A* B
4 A* B C A+ B (o4 A* B C A* B C C A A B A* B C
5 B C A* B (o A+ B C A* B C A* A A B C B C A*
6 C A* B C A+ B C A* B C A* B A A C A C A* B
Table 1 (Continued). Cornwell Ranch Easement grazing system rotation
schedule for that portion of the ranch lying north of U.S. Highway 2.
Pastures
Year | UB1 | UB2 | UB3 | EW1l| EW2| EW3| EW4| LBW1|LBW2 |UBW1 | UBW2
1 A* B C A* B B C D C D C
2 B C A* B B C A* C D C D
3 C A* B B C A* B D C D C
4 A* B C C A* B B C D C D
5 B C A* A* B B C D C D C
6 C A* B B B C A* C D C D

A= Livestock grazing from May 15 to August 1.
A’= Livestock grazing from April 1 to May 15.

A+ = Livestock grazing from April 1 to June 15.
A*= Livestock grazing from April 1 to August 1.
B= Livestock grazing from August 1 to December 1.

C= Rest from livestock grazing for the year.
C'=Rest from livestock grazing beginning May 16.
D= Livestock grazing from December 1 to May 15.
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The grazing rotation schedule described in Tabgeténtative and may require adjustment
depending on the implementation of scheduled ramgeovements, especially water
development. The grazing system will be phased/ar a 6-year period starting in 2008 and will
thus be fully operational in 2013. In 2013 a resligeulti-year grazing schedule will be
incorporated into the easement Management Plarte Pab intended to serve as a guide until
2013 and how well it can be conformed to will degpem how long it takes to complete various
livestock water improvements.

Range Improvements

In order for the grazing system to operate the eangprovements described below are essential.
Fence construction needs are summarized in Table 2.

Table 2. Fence construction needs for the norttiggoof the Cornwell Easement.

Miles Of Fence To Be Constructed

Ranch Unit Deeded DNRC BLM Totals
Porcupine 1.75 5.75 0 7.5
Grasslands
Upper Buggy 0 0 0 0
Cr.
Lower Buggy 25 0 0 25
Cr.
Corridor Unit 1.25 0 o* 1.25
Totals 3.25 5.75 0 9.0

*During 2007 BLM will construct a 1.75-mile fencedreate pastures UP1 and UB2. Since this fencealveady
funded it was not included in the table.

Fence improvements will be cost shared at a 5@B0 between FWP and the Cornwell’s. At
$5,000 per mile for barbed wire fence we can egértize total cost for required fences in the
north portion of the Easement to be $45,000 (9/@shiTotal cost required for fences in the
south portion of the Easement are estimated tBBOHO (16.6 miles).

Water Development

It is essential that an extensive water systemelveldped for the Porcupine Grass, Corridor and
Lower Buggy Units. This will involve drilling deepells on Cornwell deeded lands at 2
locations: one at the Langen Place (appx. 900deep) and the other in the Horse Pasture (S1/2
S31, T32N R39E, appx. 850 feet deep). The estimastiddepths should be considered
maximum depths expected and were arrived at inut@t®n with the Montana Bureau of

Mines, Butte, Montana. Water improvements will ab&cost shared at a 50:50 ratio between
FWP and the Cornwell’'s. At $45.00 per foot themeated cost for drilling the two wells is
$78,750. These wells are essential and will prowdeer to livestock in several different
pastures. Cost estimations for all improvementduaing water wells, pipelines, and tanks, and
fencing is approximately $350,000.
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Summary by Ranch Unit (Figure 1)

Unit: East Fork Willow Creek.

Continue with 4-pasture rest-rotation grazing sysi@plemented by the BLM. Each year 1
pasture is grazed during the growing season, 2ipssare grazed after seed-ripe, and one
pasture is rested (Fig. 2, Table 1).

Each year grazing rotation dates are: One paswaitahle for grazing from April 1 to August 1;
2 pastures available for grazing from August 1 ex&@nber 1; and 1 pasture rested from
livestock grazing for the entire year.

In this allotment there are limitations as to wban be done because a significant portion of it is
within the federaBitter Creek Wilderness Study Are@attle cow-calf pairs are the primary
class of livestock that graze in this system. Hilistment is a combination of BLM and

Cornwell Ranch deeded lands (BLM Allotment 405Basture designation on maps BW1,
EW2, EW3, EW4 (Fig. 2).

Unit: Porcupine Grasslands.

DNRC Allotments 0 and 4304 will be managed as agtyre rest-rotation grazing system.
Lands owned by the Cornwell Ranch are within thengaries of the DNRC Allotments.
Approximately 1,100 yearling cattle and about 58ddrs (first calvers) will be maintained in
this system.

Each year grazing rotation dates for the 4-pastyseem are: One pasture will be available for
grazing from April 1 to May 15; 1 pasture will beadlable for grazing from May 15 to August
1; 1 pasture will be available for grazing from Aisgy1 to December 1; and 1 pasture will be
rested.

Range Improvements:Currently there are very limited range improvementhis unit. It will

be necessary to build about 7.5 miles of new féhc& miles on deeded lands, 5.75 miles on
DNRC lands) to create the 4-pasture grazing sy$lale 2.). Itis necessary to create an
extensive water pipeline/tank system from a webeadrilled on the Langen place. It will not be
possible to establish the grazing system withastwlater system.

Unit: Upper Buggy Creek.

Cattle cow-calf pairs will be the main class oektock grazed in this unit. The crested
wheatgrass field in this unit will be used at thedowner’s discretion. A large corral area around
the Langen buildings will also be used at the lankr’s discretion. A BLM contribution is a
1.75-mile fence that will be constructed in theyveear future creating a boundary between
pasturesJP1 andUB2. Construction will be funded by the BLM. When dieg the grazing
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rotation schedule for this pasture it will be imiamit to make the grazing dates P1andUB2
the same annually (Fig 2, Table 2). Within the Udpeggy Creek unit there will be a 3-pasture
rest-rotation grazing system and a 2-pasture wiri&zing system. Pasture references are
UBW1 andUBW?2 for the winter system andB1, UB2, andUB3, for the summer-fall system
(Fig 2). A portion of this unit will be used forgastures in the corridor area (see Fig 2. and
pasturesJP1, UP2 UP3J).

Yearly grazing rotation dates: Winter pastut@dBY{V1, UBW2): One pasture will be available
for grazing from April 1 to May 15 and from Augusto December 1 the same year; and
1pasture will be rested. Grazing use will be aliéed from year to year.

Yearly grazing rotation dates for summer/fall passuUB1, UB2, UB3): One pasture will be
available for grazing from April 1 to August 1; agiure will be available for grazing from
August 1 to December 1; 1 pasture will be restethfgrazing for the entire year.

Grazing dates for corridor pastutd®l, UP2, UP3are described in the corridor section of this
plan.

Unit: Corridor Pastures.

There are 6 corridor pastures essential to faiglitiae movement of livestock to and from the
ranch headquarters and to various portions ofahehr during the different seasons. The 6
corridor pastures are managed as 2 3-pasture syistem

One set of corridor pastures is Upper CorridoryrastUP1, UP2, UP3. Yearly dates for grazing
these pastures are as follows: One pasture widlVbéable for grazing from April 1 to August 1;
1 pasture will be available for grazing from Auglisb December 1; and 1 pasture will be rested
from livestock grazing for the year.

The other set of corridor pastures are Lower CorrghsturesP1, LP2, LP3. Yearly dates for
grazing these pastures are as follows: One pasilidee available for grazing from April 1 to
August 1; 1 pasture will be available for grazingnh August 1 to December 1; and 1 pasture
will be rested from grazing for the year. Eachrydaadequate forage is available a limited
amount of grazing may occur during late summee(afeed-ripe) in the two corridor pastures
schedule for grazing from April 1 to August 1.

It is important to that the grazing dates for peetswB2 andUP1 match each year; they should
be grazed at the same time of year.

Range Improvements:1.25 miles of new fence will be built on deededdléam separate pastures
UP3andUB2. Water development is needed for pastwP4, UP2, UP3.
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Unit: Lower Buggy Creek.

It will be necessary to drill at least one welltater the lower Buggy Creek pastures. It might be
possible to water the southernmost lower Buggy ICRaesture (B3) by pumping water from an
existing well near the ranch headquarters.

Create 2 winter pasturé8W1, LBW2 (Fig. 2). Each year one pasture will be availabte f
grazing from December 1 to May 15. The other pasiill be rested.

Lower Buggy Creek 3-pasture system: Using the s pastures, a rotation system will be
developed. In order to manage livestock in thisandich is near the ranch headquarters, it is
essential that 2 pastures be available each yeariter/early-spring grazing. It is not realistic
to develop more pastures at this time. By followiing rotation prescription described below
each pasture will only be grazed once during tivagmy portion of the plant growing season
every third year (April 1-June 15). The April 1May 15 grazing treatment ends about the time
native wildland grasses begin to grow significantiys it is essentially winter or non-growing
season grazing.

The 3 pastures for this system &g, LB2, LB3. Each year 1 pasture will be available for
grazing from April 1 to June 15; 1 pasture willdeilable for grazing from August 1 to
December 1 and from April 1 to May 15 the next ndbr year; 1 pasture will be rested from
May 15 to April 1 of the following year.

Following is an example of how the timing of graginill occur on a multi- year basis:

Pasture LB1 Pasture LB2 Pasture LB3
Year1 | April 1-June 15 Aug 1 -Dec? Rest (beginning May 1%
Year2 |Augl-Dec? Rest (beginning May % | April 1 - June 15
Year 3 | Rest (beginning May 2§ | April 1 - June 15 Aug 1l -Dec?
Year4 | April 1 -June 15 Aug 1 -Dec 1 Rest (beginning May 1%

! Pasture will be rested from May 16 to end of yeatdowever, livestock may be in the
pasture from April 1 — May 15 prior to rapid growth .

2 Cattle are gone from this grazing system from Jufo August 1.

Range Improvements:Build .25 miles of new fencdBW1). Considerable water development
will be needed, but has yet to be determined.

Note: It is recognized the grazing system for Lower Bu@geek is the best that can be done at

this time, but the additional grazing improvemenii$ be pursued as additional grazing
opportunities are explored and/or obtained in there.
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Unit: Lower Unger Creek

Lower Unger Creek pastures atéJ, LU2, LU3). A 3-pasture grazing system utilizing
existing pastures and range improvements will betaimed in this unit.

The yearly grazing rotation will be as follows: Quasture will be available for grazing from
April 1 to August 1; 1 pasture will be available fgrazing from August 1 to December 1; and 1
pasture will be rested for the year.

Unit: Upper Unger Creek

Upper Unger Creek Pastures addJ, UU2, UUJ. A 3-pasture grazing system utilizing
existing pastures and range improvements will betaimed in this unit.

Yearly grazing dates will be as follows: One pastwill be available for grazing from April 1 to

August 1; 1 pasture will be available for grazingmh August 1 to December 1; and 1 pasture
will be rested for the year

EXHIBIT A1 Appendix

Summary table of various “outside” dates for schedigrazing treatments of pastures in the
grazing system.

Grazing Treatment Symbol Dates for Grazing by Livetock
A May 15 to August 1
A’ April 1 to May 15
A+ April 1 to June 15
A* April 1 to August 1

August 1 to December 1

Rest from livestock grazing for the year

B

C

C Rest from livestock grazing April 1 to May 15
D December 1 to May 15
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Cornwell Ranch Grazing Plan:
Portion of Ranch South of U.S. Highway 2

Saco Area: Units #01, #02, #03.

A habitat zone fence will be constructed to profgoposed permanent cover areas along the
northwest boundary (HZ1), and also along proposethpnent cover areas in the middle of Unit
#01 (HZ2). A total of 2.3 miles of fence will netmlbe constructed in order for this system to
work.

Unit #03 is currently does not receive winter gngzi However, the option to exercise winter
grazing in the future will be provided to the lamder should this unit be needed to provide
winter grazing pressure relief from Units #01, #0&@. In the event this unit is used for grazing,
a habitat zone fence will be constructed in thehveest portion of the unit to protect the
proposed permanent cover (HZ3). Additional fendelwe constructed along the south and east
boundaries of this unit. A total of 2.4 miles ehte will need to be constructed in order for this
system to work. Water development will also be nesgli

Livestock will be permitted within the designatddvestock Annual Use” area (AU1) each year,
between the starting date of November 15 and erahtg of April 15, annually. Livestock will

be permitted within the designated “Even Year Usea (EYUL) every even year, and will be
permitted within the designated “Odd Year Use” df@#U1) every odd year, between the
starting date of November 15 and ending date ofl Apr Livestock will not be permitted within
designated “Habitat Zones” (HZ1, HZ2, HZ3).

Dense Nesting Cover fields (DNC) located within QlYWill be hayed every odd year after July
15, and DNCE fields located within EYU1 will be leayevery even year after July 15. Winter
livestock grazing will then be allowed in the hay@NC fields according to the prescribed
grazing schedule.

Refer to Table 1 for an illustrated demonstratibthe fall/winter grazing system during the 10-
year period from 2008 to 2017. Pasture designatittis HZ2, HZ3, AU1, EYU1, and OYU1
are illustrated in the grazing plan aerial photo.

Exhibit A2: Table 1

Units #01, #02, #03
Year HZ1 HZ2 HZ3 AU1 EYU1l oYUl
2008 No No No Yes Yes No
2009 No No No Yes No Yes
2010 No No No Yes Yes No
2011 No No No Yes No Yes
2012 No No No Yes Yes No
2013 No No No Yes No Yes
2014 No No No Yes Yes No
2015 No No No Yes No Yes
2016 No No No Yes Yes No
2017 No No No Yes No Yes
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Hinsdale Area: Units #04, #05.

A habitat zone fence will be constructed to profgoposed permanent cover along the northern
portion of Unit #04, and an additional fence wil onstructed in the southeast portion of this
unit to create the boundary between EYU3 and OYN&.fencing will be required in Unit #05.

A total of 1.8 miles of fence will need to be cansted in order for this system to work.

In Unit #04, livestock will be permitted within tlteesignated “Livestock Annual Use” area each
year, between the starting date of November 15eadihg date of April 15, annually. This
includes area labeled AU2. Livestock will be pdted within the designated “Even Year Use”
areas (EYU2, EYUS3) every even year, and will bexptted within the designated “Odd Year
Use” area (OYU2) every odd year, between the stadate of November 15 and ending date of
April 15. Livestock will not be permitted within dgnated “Habitat Zone” (HZ4).

Unit #05 will serve as a “pass through” pasturergepring and fall for an approximate length

of 1 week, each season. This unit is used todedile between their winter pasture (Unit #04)
and their summer pastures located north of Highivait also serves as an escape pasture, in the
event the Milk River floods. This has occurredyotwice in the past 20 years.

Refer to Table 2 for an illustrated demonstratibthe fall/winter grazing system during the 10-
year period from 2008 to 2017. Pasture designati&®?b, LEZ6, AU3, and AUPT are
illustrated in the grazing plan aerial photo.

Exhibit A2: Table 2

Units #04, #05
Year Hz4 AU3 AUPT EYU2 EYU3 oYuU2
2008 No Yes Yes Yes Yes No
2009 No Yes Yes No No Yes
2010 No Yes Yes Yes Yes No
2011 No Yes Yes No No Yes
2012 No Yes Yes Yes Yes No
2013 No Yes Yes No No Yes
2014 No Yes Yes Yes Yes No
2015 No Yes Yes No No Yes
2016 No Yes Yes Yes Yes No
2017 No Yes Yes No No Yes
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Tampico Area: Units #06, #07, #08, #09, #10, #1 %1307, and Ozark

In Unit #06, a habitat zone fence will be consteddin the northwest corner to protect a wetland
(HZ5), and an additional fence will be construcaéémhg the Milk River along its eastern
boundary to protect riparian zones. Additionaaripn habitat zone fencing will be constructed
along the east and south boundaries of Units #@8#88 to protect the Milk River riparian zone
(HZ7), and fencing will be repaired along the gastion of Units #10 and #11 to protect the
existing oxbow shared with the Page-Whitham ease(idB). A total of 2.7 miles of fence

will need to be constructed in order for this sgste work.

Livestock will be permitted within designated “Ev¥par Use” areas (EYU4, EYUS5, EYUG6)
every even year, and will be permitted within daatgd “Odd Year Use” areas (OYU3, OYU4,
OYUS5, OYUG6) every odd year, between the startinig @& November 15 and ending date of
April 15. Note, OYUSG, the Ozark Place owned by @@nwell Ranch, is not included in this
easement, is therefore not limited by this plam pyevides opportunity for this plan to work.

Livestock will not be permitted within the desigedt‘Habitat Zones” (HZ5 and HZ8).

However, livestock will be permitted within HZ6 akt¥7 for one season, starting November 15
and ending April 15, once every 6 to 8 years taasklvegetation management (as indicated in
Exhibit A2: Table 3.)

It is important that EYU4 and EYUS5 contain woodedi@r sheltered areas that can provide
protection from winter storms. These areas wiltlbeermined when habitat zone fences are
constructed. Selected sites should have adequatestory to provide needed protection, but
will be lacking an intact under story (shrubs, degdrees, and pole-size trees). These sites will
meet livestock needs; yet will not compromise adddl riparian habitat.

Dense Nesting Cover fields (DNC) located within O%&hd OYUS5 will be hayed every odd
year after July 15, and DNCE fields located witBMU5 will be hayed every even year after
July 15. Winter livestock grazing will then be alled in the hayed DNC fields according to the
prescribed grazing schedule.

Refer to Table 3 for an illustrated demonstratibthe fall/winter grazing system during the 10-
year period from 2008 to 2017. Pasture designatittts HZ6, HZ7, HZ8, EYU4, EYUS5,
EYUG6, OYU3, OYU4, OYUS5, and OYUG are illustratedthre grazing plan aerial photo.

Exhibit A2: Table 3

Units #06, #07, #08, #09, #10, #11, #4307, Ozark
Year HZ5 Hz6 HzZ7 HZ8 EYU4 EYU5 EYU6 OoYuU3 OoYu4 OYU5 oYU6
2008 No Yes No No Yes Yes Yes No No No No
2009 No No No No No No No Yes Yes Yes Yes
2010 No No Yes No Yes Yes Yes No No No No
2011 No No No No No No No Yes Yes Yes Yes
2012 No No No No Yes Yes Yes No No No No
2013 No No No No No No No Yes Yes Yes Yes
2014 No Yes No No Yes Yes Yes No No No No
2015 No No No No No No No Yes Yes Yes Yes
2016 No No Yes No Yes Yes Yes No No No No
2017 No No No No No No No Yes Yes Yes Yes
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Tampico Area: #4307

Lower Well Pasture (LW) and Upper Well Pasture iglested as “UW”), located immediately
south of Highway 2 on Buggy Creek, currently reeeannual winter use by 300 head of
livestock in each pasture. The management planigdalfollow the Standards for Livestock
Grazing found in Exhibit C of the Conservation Easat, providing the ranch with opportunity

to rest both Lower Well and Upper Well pasturesrgw¢her year. However, at this time the
option to rest these pastures every other yeafdlogv the Grazing Standards does not exist.

As more land becomes available (through land pwehar lease agreements, or when proposed
permanent native vegetation cover fields matutbeén‘Desert,” located in the area designated as
“Out” of the grazing plans,) this option will be gsued, but if acquired land is no longer

available (a land lease expires) the following @ptill be pursued as a default-grazing plan.

Livestock use within Lower Well Pasture, Upper WRdisture, and a newly created Highway 2
Pasture, will be permitted by a revolving 3 pastystem consisting of staggered, two year
consecutive use, one year rest cycles for eachingastVhen grazed, livestock will be permitted
between the starting date of November 15 and erdhtey of April 15, annually.

Livestock use within Lower Well and Upper Well pasts will coordinate with a newly created
Highway 2 pasture, located immediately north oftivgy 2. This pasture is designated as
HWY2. This pasture will be created from portiongwb pastures illustrated in Exhibit A1,
Figure 2. It will consist of the land west by fleedlots located in the western portion of the
land designated as “Out” of the grazing system,asd along Buggy Creek in the pasture
designated LBW1. A total of 2.7 miles of fencelwiged to be constructed in order for this
system to work. Creation of this pasture will requadditional water development.

Riparian vegetation will be assessed. Should @pahniabitat be determined to need additional
grazing protection, additional habitat zones (H#8l) be created by strategically fencing these
areas, while recognizing the importance that remgitlivestock areas contain wooded and/or
sheltered areas that can provide protection frontewistorms. Selected sites should have
adequate over story to provide needed protectiginlaick an intact under story (shrubs, seedling
trees, and pole-size trees). These sites will theettock needs; yet will not compromise
additional riparian habitat health. These areakbeildetermined if/when habitat zone fences are
constructed, and this process may take severa) (Bars.

Refer to Table 5 for an illustrated demonstratibthe fall/winter grazing system during the 10-
year period from 2008 to 2017. Pasture designatitvisUW, and HWY?2 are illustrated in the
grazing plan aerial photo.

Exhibit A2: Table 5

Units #4307 (Lower Well, Upper Well and Highway 2 Pastures)
Year LW uw HWY2
2008 Yes No Yes
2009 Yes Yes No
2010 No Yes Yes
2011 Yes No Yes
2012 Yes Yes No
2013 No Yes Yes
2014 Yes No Yes
2015 Yes Yes No
2016 No Yes Yes
2017 Yes No Yes
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Glasgow Area: Units #12, #13

Fences will not be constructed in Unit #12, asimestock will be grazed on this unit (HZ9).
Habitat zone fences will be constructed in varimestions in Unit #13 to protect several
locations designated for permanent cover restoraitfblZZ10 — HZZ16). A total of 4.7 miles of
fence will need to be constructed in order for #yistem to work.

Livestock will be permitted within designated “Ev¥par Use” area (EYU7) every even year,
and will be permitted within designated “Odd YeaelUarea (OYU7) every odd year, between
the starting date of November 15 and ending datgaf 15.

When winter storms occur where adequate over stargeded to protect livestock, livestock
will be permitted in the “Livestock Special Use'tar(SU1). Livestock will be permitted within
the zone during the storm (usually 3 — 5 days)thed returned to either EYU7 or OYU7 once
the storm passes. When SU1 is used, livestockowifed near the current building site.
Riparian vegetation assessments will be formalimezhsure levels of use do not compromise
riparian habitat health.

Livestock will not be permitted within the desigedt‘Habitat Zones” (HZ10, HZ11, HZ12,
HZ13, HZ14, HZ15). However, when the DNC and pearerd cover restorations have
established, livestock will be permitted within skeHZs, starting November 15 and ending
April 15, every other year, depending upon locafeither EYU7 or OYU?7). Livestock will not
be permitted within the designated “Habitat Zon@$Z09, HZ16).

Refer to Table 6 for an illustrated demonstratibthe fall/winter grazing system during a 10-
year period. This table will not start with the y@808 since the DNC and permanent cover
restorations need to be established first. Pasesgnations HZ9 — HZ16, EYU7, OYU7, and
SU1, are illustrated in the grazing plan aerialtpho

Exhibit A2: Table 6

Units #12, #13
Year HZ9 HZ10 HZ11 HZ12 HZ13 HZ14 HZ15 HZ16 SuU1l EYU7 OoYuU7
2018 No No No No No Yes Yes No Yes* Yes No
2019 No Yes Yes Yes Yes No No No Yes* No Yes
2020 No No No No No Yes Yes No Yes* Yes No
2021 No Yes Yes Yes Yes No No No Yes* No Yes
2022 No No No No No Yes Yes No Yes* Yes No
2023 No Yes Yes Yes Yes No No No Yes* No Yes
2024 No No No No No Yes Yes No Yes* Yes No
2025 No Yes Yes Yes Yes No No No Yes* No Yes
2026 No No No No No Yes Yes No Yes* Yes No
2027 No Yes Yes Yes Yes No No No Yes* No Yes
2028 No No No No No Yes Yes No Yes* Yes No
2029 No Yes Yes Yes Yes No No No Yes* No Yes

*Storm use only.
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- = Habitat Zone
- = Livestock Even Year Use
i [:] = Livestock Odd Year Use

. - = Livestock Special Use
=Proposed Fences

.l"'\

Cornwell Conservation Easement
Units #12, #13




Glasgow Area: Units #14, #15, #16

Fences will not be constructed in Units #14, #1fl 416, as no livestock are grazed in Units
#15 and #16, as each unit is currently enrolled @RP. Livestock are grazed annually each
spring in a portion of Unit #14 (AU3), but the restUnit #14 is enrolled into DNC.

Livestock will be excluded from the CRP fields (HZHZ18, HZ19, HZ20) unless allowed by
emergency provisions within the CRP enrollmenteksitock will be permitted within designated
“Livestock Annual Use” areas each year, betweerstaging date of April 1 and ending date of
June 1, annually. This includes AU3. Livestockiwé allowed in the BLM pastures as needed
annually (AU4, AU5).

The management plan for Units #14, #15, and #1lbnedd to be re-visited once the CRP acres
on these units expire. A more detailed grazing plaviding for habitat improvements will be
determined at that time. The intent of that plal fallow provisions and/or options given

within other grazing plans on other Units in thisement.

Refer to Table 7 for an illustrated demonstratibthe grazing system during the 10-year period
from 2008 to 2017, or until the plan is revisitatte the CRP acres expire. Pasture designations
Hz17, HZ18, HZ19, HZ20, AU3, AU4, and AUS5, are 8luated in the grazing plan aerial photo.

Exhibit A2: Table 7

Units #14, #15, #16
Year HZ17 HZ18 HZ19 HZ20 AU3 AU4 AU5
2008 No No No No Yes Yes Yes
2009 No No No No Yes Yes Yes
2010 No No No No Yes Yes Yes
2011 No No No No Yes Yes Yes
2012 No No No No Yes Yes Yes
2013 No No No No Yes Yes Yes
2014 No No No No Yes Yes Yes
2015 No No No No Yes Yes Yes
2016 No No No No Yes Yes Yes
2017 No No No No Yes Yes Yes
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Cornwell Conservation Easement
Units #14, #15, #16

- = Habitat Zone
-= Livestock Annual Use
To be re-visited post CRP




Exhibit B: Proposed Enhancements (DNC, Permanent Cover, Fersje
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Cornwell Conservation Easement
Units #01, #02, #03




Cornwell Conservation Easement
Units #04, #05

D = Ranch Boundary
I = Riparian Zones
= Proposed DNC Fields
= Proposed Permanent \Vegetation

= Proposed Fences




Cornwell Conservation Easement
Units #06 to #11. & (Ozark)

B - Riparian Zones
I - Gravel Sites
| =Proposed DNC Fields

= Proposed Fences

age Easemen




¥
et

Cornwell Conservation Easement
#4307 (Lower, Upper Well Pasture, Etc.)

- = Riparian Zones
= Proposead Permanent Cover

= Proposed Fence




Cornwell Conservation Easement
Units #12. #13

- = Riparian Zone

Proposed DNC Fields

Proposed Permanent Cover

= Proposed Fences




Exhibit C: Travel Plan (Building Sites, Parking Areas, Open Roads)
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Cornwell Conservation Easement
Units #01, #02, #03

|

M = Building Sites

/V = Open Roads
#® = Parking Areas




Cornwell Conservation Easement
Units #04, #05

I = Building Sites
# = Parking Areas
(Walk-in Only)




Cornwell Conservation Easement
L | Units #06 to #11, #4307 (Lower Well)

B - Building Sites
@ =Parking Areas

- = GGravel Pits




Cornwell Conservation Easement
#4307 (Upper Well Pasture, Etc.

"
B

- = Building Sites
# = Parking Areas

I = Out of Grazing Systems
A + = OpenRoads
Public use of private roads

and additional parking may be
allowed at landowner's discretion.




Cornwell Conservation Easement
Units #12, #13

[ = Building sites

L] = Parking Areas

N = Open Roads




Cornwell Conservation Easement
Units #14, #15, #16

&« = Parking Areas
No building sites

(Walk in only)




APPENDIX HI
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CORNWELL RANCH

CONSERVATION EASEMENT
SOCIO-ECONOMIC ASSESSMENT
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I. INTRODUCTION

House Bill 526, passed by the 1987 Legislature (MBFAL-241 and MCA 87-1-242), authorizes
Montana Fish, Wildlife and Parks (MFWP) to acquareinterest in land for the purpose of
protecting and improving wildlife habitat. Thesmyaisitions can be through fee title,
conservation easements, or leasing. In 1989, thatéha legislature passed House Bill 720
requiring that a socioeconomic assessment be coedplehen land is acquired for the purpose
of protecting wildlife habitat using Habitat Montamonies. These assessments evaluate the
significant social and economic impacts of the hase on local governments, employment,
schools, and impacts on local businesses.

This socioeconomic evaluation addresses the pugabfess conservation easement on the

Cornwell property. The report addresses the physied institutional setting as well as the
social and economic impacts associated with theqa®d conservation easement.

[I. PHYSICAL AND INSTITUTIONAL SETTING

A. Property Description

The 24,000-acre Cornwell Ranch properties are ¢acet Valley and Phillips and consist of
isolated parcels of land along the Milk River. Tdrevironmental assessment and management
plan provides a detailed description and map optioperty.

B. Habitat and Wildlife Populations

The upland portions of the ranch are mainly sagdbgrasslands and the riparian bottomlands
are generally hardwood forest. The Cornwell Rgmrcperty supports whitetail deer, antelope,
mule deer, waterfowl, a large number of upland gairaés as well as nongame migratory
songbirds and raptors.

C. Current Use

The Cornwell Ranch is currently a working ranch.

D. Management Alternatives

1) Purchase a conservation easemetteoproperty by MFWP
2) No purchase
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MFWP Purchase of Conservation Easement

The intent of the Cornwell Ranch conservation e&sgns to protect and enhance the wildlife
habitat currently found on the property while maining the agricultural character of the
property. Please refer to the Deed of Conservdiasement for a thorough explanation of the
terms for this easement between MFWP and the CdirRaach.

No Purchase Alternative

The second alternative, the no purchase optiors doeguarantee the protection the native
habitats nor protect this land from changes in lases, or secure access for the public into the
future.

This alternative requires some assumptions sine@and management of the property will vary
depending on what the current owners decide toittotive property if MFWP does not
purchase a conservation easement.

The economic impacts associated with this alteraare beyond the scope of this assessment
and have not been estimated.

[ll. SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC IMPACTS

Section Il identified the management alternatives teport addresses. The purchase of a
conservation easement will provide long-term priddecof important wildlife habitat, keep the
land in private ownership and provide for publicess for hunting. Section Il quantifies the
social and economic consequences of the two mareagetternatives following two basic
accounting stances: financial and local area ingpact

Financial impacts address the cost of the condervaasement to MFWP and discuss the
impacts on tax revenues to local government agsmoatuding school districts.

Expenditure data associated with the use of thpgstp provides information for analyzing the
impacts these expenditures may have on local bes@sgi.e. income and employment).
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A. Financial Impacts

The conservation easement proposed on the CorRaalth will be secured by
dollars from the Habitat Montana Program and th&hih Game Bird Enhancement
Program, both of which are funded by sportsmeradallMFWP’s financial
obligation is between $4.75 — $5.25 million.

Maintenance/management costs related to the easamesssociated with
monitoring the property to insure the easementdeara being followed.

The financial impacts to local governments arepibiential changes in tax revenues
resulting from the purchase of the conservatioe®ant. The conservation easement
will not change the ownership of the property ndt ivchange the type or level of
agricultural use on the property. Therefore,ghechase of a conservation easement
on this land will not impact the current level akes paid to Valley and Phillips
County.

B. Economic Impacts

The purchase of a conservation easement will fiettathe agricultural activities on
the Cornwell Ranch. The number of cattle run onpifegerty will not change
however a rest rotation type grazing system wiliroplemented under the terms of
the conservation easement. This grazing systemresghe installation of water
development and approximately 26 miles of fencing eepair to some existing
fences at an estimated cost of $350,000. Thisigctwill have a positive economic
impact for local agricultural service businesses.

The easement will provide public access for hunéind fishing. The minimum
number of hunters and number of days allowed duhedall hunting season are
defined in the conservation easement agreemerbnéervation easement on this
property will enhance hunter opportunity in thetheast region of the state. The
economic activity hunting provides to rural comntigs like Glasgow, Havre, Malta,
etc. is significant and public access is a crita@hponent to maintaining this
economic contribution to local economies. Basetherminimum number of hunter
days specified in the conservation easement, theersiutilizing the Cornwell
properties would contribute about $115,000 to besses in the local economy on an
annual basis.
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FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS

The acquisition of a conservation easement on trav@l!l Ranch will provide long-term
protection for wildlife habitat, maintain the agritural integrity of the land, and ensure public

hunting opportunities.
The purchase of a conservation easement by MFWR@ticause a reduction in tax revenues on

this property from their current levels to ValleydaPhillips County.

The agricultural/ranching operations will contiratetheir current levels. The financial impacts
of the easement on local businesses will be netatislightly positive in both the short and long
run.

Hunter and to a lesser degree angler expenditutiesontinue to support local businesses due to
the ongoing public access provided by the purcbéfieis conservation easement.
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